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neither the one nor the other. It is more akin to the new biological
outlook based on studies like those of Dr. Zuckermann.

Thus sexual adjustment is seen to be the building up of a
composite pattern of social behaviour leading up to and including
the physical consummation of the sexual life. Polarity, which is
an essential feature in this composite pattern, has its basis in the
temperament of the individual. Which partner to the relationship
assumes the dominant or passive role in ai>y facet of the social
pattern is not primarily fixed by anatomical idiosyncrasies. The
essential condition of adjustment is that two individuals are fitted
by temperament to invest the physical goal of sexual intimacy
with those subtle and apparently adventitious antecedents essential
to a satisfactory consummation. In the end the naively physio-
logical and the heroically romantic view of sex come to the same
thing. A rational view of sexual union begins when we have
ceased to speak of faffing in love and have learned the meaning
of growing in love.

How far differences of temperament such as determine the
psycho-sexual make-up of the individual are determined by infan-
tile experience, as Freud believes, how far by heredity, Havelock
Filis does not venture to assert. It is quite clear that he attaches
great importance to the latter. The sociological importance of
such a belief is considerable. If we hold the environmentalist
view we are content to classify as a perversion any failure of the
individual features to conform to the composite face. Having
classified an individual as perverted he, or she, becomes an object
for punishment, education, or medical treatment, according to
taste, and society is vindicated. If we take the genetic point of
view we may regard it as a desirable thing to change our social
arrangements so as to accommodate the existence of very different
patterns of sexual union. Our primary aim will be to found the
sexual union upon an understanding of the psycho-sexual types
of the individuals concerned.

Such a standpoint is as much opposed to what are commonly
regarded as radical views about sex as to the traditional ideals.
In their reaction against male dominance the early feminists